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Response to Amendment 

1. This is in response to an amendment dated 2/18/03 which has been fiilly considered and 
made of record. Based on this amendment, claims 1, 7, 1 1, 15, 17, 20, 22 (amended thrice), 
claims 2-3, 6, 9-10, 13-14, 16, 18, 21, 26 and 28-30 (once), claims 4-5, 8, 12, 19, 23-24 
(amended twice), have been amended. Claims 25 and 27 (27 previously added in amendment A) 
have been cancelled. Claims 1-24, 26, and 28-30 are now pending. 

2. Applicant has not argued the art rejection detailed in "FINAL" office action dated 
10/3/00. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

4. Claims 1, 10-12, 14, 22-23 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1020 as being 
anticipated by Hamilton et al (US Ptent No. 6,392,993), hereinafter Hamilton. 

For claims, 1, 1 1-12, 22, and 28-29, Hamilton discloses, " a method for error recovery 
(refer to col 19 lines 57-67, congestion control and transmission control in a data 
communication, refer to abstract, col. 1 lines 24-31, col. 31 lines 12-17, comprising : 

- a communication link between a transmitter and the receiver being established 
through a TCP handshake, col. 1 lines 46-53 and col. 8 lines 39-45; 
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- a communication window set to an initial length (transmission rate), refer to col. 15 
lines 30-35 and col. 31 lines 50-51; 

- transmitting data packets from the transmitter to the receiver, abstract (lines 3-4), col. 
2 lines 44-48;; 

- detecting a missing packet at the receiver, as recited by claims 1, 11-12, and 22, refer 
to col. 19 lines 57-67 and col. 31 lines 19-23; setting a timer (NAK wait timer is 
started), refer to col. 19 lines 57-59; 

sending a negative acknowledgment from the receiver to the transmitter for the 
missing data packet, refer to col. 13 lines 23-24, col. 31 Hne 65 and col. 32 lines 29- 



where the missing packet is not received at the receiver in response to the negative 
acknowledgment before expiry of missing -packet timer, sending a further negative 
acknowledgment, recited by claim 23, refer to col. 20 lines 10-11; 
decreasing at the transmitter, the length of the congestion window in response to 
receipt of negative acknowledgment, refer to col 16 lines 20-37; 
re-transmitting the missing packet. Refer to col. 3 line 60, col. 14 lines 13-18, 



34; 



For claim 10, Hamilton discloses, in reference to fig. 1, the data communications network 
is an internet, refer to col. 6 line67. 
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For claim 14, Hamilton discloses missing packet received within designated time and the 
timer value being reset (the missing packet timer is cleared upon receipt of the missing packet at 
the receiver), refer to col. 24 lines 32-33. 

For claim 23, Hamilton discloses NACK timer 152 (missing-packet timer) upon the 
expiry of which a final negative acknowledgment is sent to the transmitter, refer to col. 20 lines 
10-11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton as applied to claims 1,11 and 22 above, and further in view of Sen et al (US Patent 
No.6,208,620), hereinafter, Sen. 

For claims 2, 9 and 13, Hamilton discloses all the limitations of a subject matter in claims 
1 and 1 1, as mentioned in paragraph 6 above, with the exception of the limitation, "wherein up 
to four duplicate negative acknowledgments are sent from the receiver", as recited in claims 2, 9 
and 13; 

Sen discloses radio link protocol (RLP) three NACKS and continues until N attempts 
have been made (up to four— NACKS are sent), refer to col. 5 lines 4-5, 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of increasing muhiplicity of NACKs, as taught by Sen. The 
NACKs are integrated (combined) into the receiver. The suggestion/motivation to do so would 
have been to ensure the re-transmission of packets by sender to receiver. 

7. Claims 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton as 
applied to claims 1,11 and 22 above, and further in view of Gersht et al (US Patent No. 
6,405,257), hereinafter, Gersht. 

For claims 3, Hamilton discloses all the limitations of a subject matter in claims 
1, as mentioned in paragraph 6 above, with the exception of the limitation, "wherein the 
congestion window is halved at step v of claim 1 (decreasing the length of congestion window in 
response to the negative acknowledgment)"; Hamilton discloses , " reducing the transmission 
rate in response to Nack rates being high, refer to col. 16 Unes 20-37; 

Gersht discloses reduces the congestion window size by half each time source node 
receives a congestion indicator (wherein the congestion window is halved), refer to col. 35-43; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of reducing the size of window to half in response to NACK. The 
NACKs are integrated (combined) into the receiver, whereas the size of window is combined 
with the transmitter or sender. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to avoid 
congestion. 



Application/Control Number: 09/406,837 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2666 

8. Claims 4-6, 15-16, 19, 25 and 30, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamilton, as applied to claims 1,11 and 22 above, in view of Kumar (US 
Patent No. 6,269,080). 

For claims 4-6, 15-16, 25 and 30, Hamilton discloses all the features of the subject 
matter and claim limitations of claim 15 with the exception of the limitation," setting a round-trip 
timer at the transmitter upon sending the packet ; determining the round-trip time, recited by 
claim 16, and "increasing the congestion window if no negative acknowledgment for the missing 
packet is received before expiry of the round trip timer"; and congestion window is doubled, as 
recited by claim 6; 

Kumar discloses setting a round-trip timer at the transmitter upon sending the packet, as 
recited by claims 4 and 15; and "increasing the congestion window if no negative 
acknowledgment for the missing packet is received before expiry of the round trip timer, as 
recited by claims 5 and 15, fig. 12 B steps 1252 and 1257, and col. 14 lines 8-14 and col. 14 lines 
33-37; determining the round trip time (Tsub.2), refer to col. 9 lines 60-62, and congestion 
window is doubled, as recited by claim 6, refer to col. 14 lines 33-36; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of increasing the time of window (timer) . The round trip timer 
can be implemented by combining the timer in the sender 108 of network 104 as taught by 
Hamilton , refer to fig. 6. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to increase the 
duration of the round-trip timer to wait for Nack resulting in less traffic of NACKs in the 
network. 
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For claim 19, Hamilton discloses, increasing the congestion window includes the step of 
muhiplicatively increasing the congestion window if no negative acknowledgment for the 
missing packet is received before the expiry of the round trip timer, col, 16 lines 20-37. 

9. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton, as 
applied to claims 1, 1 1 and 22 above, in view of Natarajan et al (US Patent No. 6,538,988), 
hereinafter, Natarajan. 

For claim 7, Hamilton discloses all the features of subject matter and limitations of claim 
7, including re-transmitting the missing packet, refer to Hamihon's col. 3 line 60, col. 14 lines 
13-18, with the exception of, ''sending a keep-alive request from the transmitter to the 

receiver, and setting time-out timer to detect a time-out, responsive to keep-alive 

request; 

Natarajan discloses, in reference to figs. 1 and 2, sending a keep-alive request 231 from 
the transmitter to the receiver, and setting a time-out timer 223 to detect a re- 
transmission time-out, ; responsive to keep-alive request 2J2;step 243 of fig. 2, refer to col. 5 
line 21, col. 5 lines 25-27and col. 3 lines 34-67 and col. 8 lines 38-41, col. 10 Hnes 15-20 ; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of sending keep-alive request message and also setting time-out 
timer fi-om sender to receiver. The time-out timer, which is located (combined) at the sender, is 
initiated by the sender at the time of sending keep-alive request message to receiver The 
suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to test the status of communication between 
sender and receiver in order to avoid congestion in the network. 
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10. Claims 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton, in 
view of Kumar, as applied to claims 4, 6 and 15 above, further in view of Dudley et al (US 
Patent (5,754,754), hereinafter, Dudley. 

For claim 17, Hamihon and Kumar disclose all the features and limitations of subject 
matter of invention in the claim 17 with the exception of, "the step of sending a round trip time 
update request to the receiver". Hamilton discloses the receiver being responsive to the missing 
packet, refer to col. 1 5 lines 4-5; and ''timers be set based on update requests generated by every 
node'', refer to col. 2 lines 60-63; 

Dudley discloses the step of sending a round trip time update request to the receiver, refer 
to col. 9 lines 22-36; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of sending a round-trip time update request to the receiver as 
taught by Dudley. The round trip timer which is located (combined) at the sender. The 
suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to determine the time of round-trip 
communication between sender and receiver in order to avoid congestion in the network. 

11. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton, and 
further in view of Kumar (US Patent No. 6,269,080), as applied to claims 4-6 and 15 above, 
further in view of Natarajan et al (US Patent No. 6,538,988), hereinafter, Natarajan. 

For claim 20, both Hamihon and Kumar disclose all the features of subject matter and 
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limitations of claim 20, including re-transmitting the missing packet, refer to Hamilton's col. 3 
line 60, col. 14 lines 13-18, with the exception of, "'sending a keep-alive request from the 

transmitter to the receiver, and setting time-out timer to detect a time-out\ responsive 

to keep-alive request; 

Natarajan discloses, in reference to figs. 1 and 2, sending a keep-alive request 231 from 
the transmitter to the receiver, and setting a time-out timer 223 to detect a re- 
transmission time-out, ; responsive to keep-alive request 232; refer to col. 5 line 21 and col. 3 
lines 34-67 and col. 8 lines 38-41, col 10 lines 15-20 ; 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of sending keep-alive request message and also setting time-out 
timer from sender to receiver. The time-out timer is located (combined) at the sending and 
initiated by the sender at the time of sending keep-alive request message to receiver The 
suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to test the status of communication between 
sender and receiver in order to avoid congestion in the network. 

12. Claims 24 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton as applied to claims 1, 1 1 and 22 above, and further in view of Chien et al (US Patent 
No. 5,815,667), hereinafter, Chien. 

For claims 24 and 27, Hamilton discloses all the features of the subject matter of the 
invention in claim 24 dependent upon claims 22, and 27, as applied to claims 1, 1 1 and 22 above 
with the exception of the limitation, "'the means for adjusting responding to expiry of the re- 
transmission time-out timer"'; 
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Chien discloses modify the time-out function after time-out and re-transmission {the 
means for adjusting responding to expiry of the re-transmission time-out timer), refer to col. 6 
lines 40-55. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the capability of modifying the time-out function after time-out and re- 
transmission. The time-out timer is located (combined) at the sending and initiated by the sender 
at the time of re-transmission of message to receiver. The suggestion/motivation to do so would 
have been to improve the efficiency of the data packet transference between sender and receiver 
in order to avoid congestion in the network. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 8, 18, 21 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

14. Claim 26 is allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicants arguments filed with respect to claims 1-24, 26, and 28-30 have been fiiUy 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant has not argued or commented on the "FINAL" office action dated 10/3/03. 
Following arguments are as detailed in the "FINAL" office action. 
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traffic generated by TCP. Hamilton neither discloses nor suggests that a transmitter and a 
receiver communicate with each other using TCP. 

In response, it is stated that these limitations, as such, are not recited in the claims 1,11, 
15, 22, and 26. However, Hamihon discloses a communication link between a transmitter and the 
receiver being estabhshed through a TCP handshake, col, 1 lines 24-31, col, 31 Hnes 12-17. 

Applicant argues that Hamilton does not disclose that a receiver is unresponsive to any 
packets from the transmitter unless the receiver detects the missing packet, as recited in claims 1, 
11, and 22. 

In response, it is stated that Hamihon discloses, "NACk for missing packets only", refer 
to col. 20 lines 50-52, col. 13 lines 23-24. 

Applicant argues that Hamilton does not disclose nor suggests sending 2i first NACK and 
sending a second l>f ACK when the missing packet is not received before expiry of the missing 
packet timer, as recited in claims 1 1 and 29. 

In response, it is stated that "a first NACK" as well as "second NACK" are not supported 
by specifications, refer to page 4 lines 25-29. Specifications disclose "a further negative 
acknowledgement", refer to page 4 line 29, Hamihon discloses, "when missing packet is not 
received at the receiver or gap in sequence is detected, NACK timer is transmitted to the sending 
system when appropriate NACK has expired, refer to col. 20 lines 9-11. 
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Applicant argues that Hamilton does not disclose nor suggests adjusting a TCP 
congestion window in response to receipt of the negative acknowledgement, and expiry of the 
round trip timer as recited in claim 22. 

In response, it is stated that Hamihon discloses pacing algorithm adjusting the 
transmission rate (window adjustment), refer to coL 16 lines 25-30. 

Applicant argues that Hamilton does not disclose that a receiver is responsive to only to 
missing packets and keep alive request , as recited in claim 20. 

In response, it is stated that Hamihon discloses, "NACk for missing packets only", refer 
to col. 20 lines 50-52, col. 13 lines 23-24. Further, Natrajan discloses, "responsive to the keep- 
alive REQUEST message", refer to col. 5 lines 20-30, col. 3 lines 34-67, col, 8 lines 38-41 and 
col, 10 lines 15-20. 

Applicant argues that Chien doe not disclose nor suggests means for adjusting a TCP 

congestion window in response to receipt of the NACK time-out timer, as recited in claim 

24, 

In response, it is stated that Chien discloses the means for adjusting responding to expiry 
of re-transmission time-out timer (changing threshold for improved efficiency of data packet 
transference), refer to col, 6 lines 40-55. 



In light of above explanation, Applicant's arguments are not persuasive. 
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Conclusion 



15. Any enquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Inder Mehra whose 
telephone number is (703) 305-1985. The examiner can be normally reached on Monday through 
Friday from 8:30AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone is unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Seema 
Rao , can be reached on (703) 308-5463. Any enquiry of a general nature of relating to the status 
of this application or processing should be directed to the group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-4700. 

16. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC. 20231 

Or faxed to (703) 872-93 14. 

Hand -delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal drive, 
Arlington, VA, sixth floor (Receptionist), 





Inder Mehra 




April 1, 2004 




